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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH (S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-43 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) H Claim(s) 1-43 is/are rejected. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 43 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. It is not clear what is considered as an "irregular operation". 
An "irregular operation" is interpreted by the office to limit the operation to a seldom 
used function. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4-9, 11-15, 17, 19-21, 23-28, and 33-43 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by Ali, U.S. Patent No. 6,016,472. 

3. Regarding claim 1 , see Ali 

A method of logging audio data; said method comprising: 
acquiring audio data; 
storing said audio data in a buffer; 

comparing the amount of said audio data stored in said buffer to a predetermined threshold value; 

and 

responsive to said comparing, writing said audio data to a non-volatile storage medium. (Col. 3, 
lines 1-27) 
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Ali teaches a method of logging audio data with these features. A buffer is used to 
temporarily store the audio data and when a predetermined threshold is reached, it 
writes to a non-volatile storage medium. 

4. Regarding claim 2, the further limitation of claim 1 , see the preceding argument 
with respect to claim 1 . Ali teaches that audio data is received from a DSP by a buffer. 
It is further taught that the DSP receives audio data from a codec with a plurality of 
inputs therein (Col. 4, lines 16-19). 

5. Regarding claim 4, the further limitation of claim 1 , see the preceding argument 
with respect to claim 1 . Ali teaches that a DSP processes the data before transfer. 

6. Regarding claim 5, the further limitation of claim 1 , see the preceding argument 
with respect to claim 1 . The predetermined amount taught by Ali can be described as a 
percentage of the buffer capacity. 

7. Regarding claim 6, the further limitation of claim 1 , see the preceding argument 
with respect to claim 1 . Ali teaches that one write operation is used. 

8. Regarding claim 7, the further limitation of claim 1 , see the preceding argument 
with respect to claim 1 . Ali teaches that the non-volatile storage medium is a flash 
memory, wherein it is inherent that the data is stored thereon in a flash file system 
format. 

9. Regarding claim 8, the further limitation of claim 1 , see the preceding argument 
with respect to claim 1 . Ali teaches a flash memory, which is used as the non-volatile 
storage medium. 
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1 0. Regarding claim 9, the further limitation of claim 1 , see the preceding argument 
with respect to claim 1 . AN teaches a device that logs audio data to the non-volatile 
medium. Ali also teaches that this is a repeatable process (Col. 7, lines 1 5-21 ). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 1 1 , the further limitation of claim 1 , see the preceding argument 
with respect to claim 1 . Ali teaches the use of a DSP, which performs the functions of a 
programmable logic controller (Col. 6, lines 42-47). 

12. . Regarding claim 12, see the preceding argument with respect to claim 1 . Ali 
teaches an apparatus with these features. 

1 3. Regarding claim 1 3, the further limitation of claim 1 2, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 1 . Ali teaches the use of a DSP, wherein it is inherent 
that a DSP can be reconfigured to process the data in a different manner. 

14. Regarding claim 14, the further limitation of claim 12, see Ali 

... wherein said data storage capacity of said buffer is selectively alterable. (Col. 5, lines 16-18 and 
Col. 6, lines 38-41) 

Ali teaches that a preferred embodiment can use a specific chip with a specific buffer 
size corresponding to the sector size of the specific chip. It is inherent that a preferred 
embodiment is one example of an invention and one skilled in the art can inherently 
change the chip, thereby changing the buffer size. 

1 5. Regarding claim 1 5, the further limitation of claim 1 2, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 1 . Ali teaches flash memory. 

16. Regarding claim 17, the further limitation of claim 12, see figure 1. Ali teaches a 
device that has an audio interface and a telephone interface. It is inherent that audio 
can be output to either interface (Col. 4, lines 19-21). 
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1 7. Regarding claim 1 9, the further limitation of claim 1 2, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 13. Ali teaches this feature in the apparatus. 

1 8. Regarding claim 20, see the preceding argument with respect to claim 1 . Ali 
teaches a computer readable medium with instructions to perform these tasks with 
these features. 

1 9. Regarding claim 21 , the further limitation of claim 20, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 2. Ali teaches that the system receives audio signals 
from one or more sensors. 

20. Regarding clam 23, the further limitation of claim 20, see the preceding argument 
with respect to claim 4. Ali teaches that processing is done prior to storage. 

21 . Regarding claim 24, the further limitation of claim 20, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 6. Ali teaches a single write operation. 

22. Regarding claim 25, the further limitation of claim 24, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 7. Ali teaches these features. 

23. Regarding claim 26, the further limitation of claim 20, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 8. Ali teaches an apparatus for writing to flash memory. 

24. Regarding claim 27, see the preceding argument with respect to claim 12. Ali 
teaches a system with these features. 

25. Regarding claim 28, the further limitation of claim 27, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 15. Ali teaches flash memory for storage. 
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26. Regarding claim 33, see the preceding argument with respect to claim 2. Ali 
teaches a telephone interface, wherein a telephone interface provides bi-directional 
communication between said apparatus and a remote device. 

27. Regarding claim 34, the further limitation of claim 33, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 1 . Ali teaches a CODEC which converts analog signals 
to digital signals. 

28. Regarding claim 35, the further limitation of claim 33, see column 7, lines 30-34. 
Ali teaches that the answering machine is remotely configurable. 

29. Regarding claim 36, the further limitation of claim 33, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 35. Ali teaches that DTMF signals can be identified if 
they are present in the incoming, sampled data. 

30. Regarding claim 37, the further limitation of claim 33, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 33. Ali teaches a telephone interface, and it is inherent 
that it can send data through the interface. 

31 . Regarding claim 38, the further limitation of claim 33, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 11. Ali teaches a programmable logic controller. 

32. Regarding claim 39, see the preceding argument with respect to claim 35. Ali 
teaches an answering machine with these features that can also respond to DTMF 
signals that are sent from a remote location. 

33. Regarding claim 40, the further limitation of claim 39, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 2. Ali teaches a plurality of audio inputs or sensors. 
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34. Regarding claim 41 , the further limitation of claim 39, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 39. It is inherent that at least one DTMF signature is 
stored. 

35. Regarding claim 42, the further limitation of claim 39, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 41 . It is inherent that the analyzing method searches 
through normal audio signal profiles. 

36. Regarding claim 43, the further limitation of claim 39, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 41 . AN teaches that the system can check for DTMF 
signals for remote operation, which are inherently irregular operations, such as a 
seldom used operation. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

37. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

38. Claims 3, 10, 16, 18, 22, 29-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ali. 

39. Regarding claim 3, the further limitation of claim 1 , see Ali 

. . . wherein said storing comprises transferring at least a portion of said audio data to said buffer in raw 
form. (Col. 6, lines 29-31) • 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/032, 1 1 3 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2644 

Ali teaches that a sample buffer is used to store the raw data, however Ali does not 
teach that the raw data is stored in the buffer used for transferring data to the non- 
volatile device. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to modify Ali's teachings so that processing can be bypassed and that the 
sample buffer can transfer directly to the non-volatile buffer for the purpose of faster 
storage and/or performing data processing later. 

40. Regarding claim 10, the further limitation of claim 1 , see the preceding argument 
with respect to claim 1 . Ali teaches that audio is stored on a non-volatile memory 
device, but does not teach a method of transferring data using HTTP, FTP, or NFS. 
The office takes Official Notice that it is well known to transfer data between internet 
connected devices using HTTP or FTP and it is also well known to transfer files 
between computers using a UNIX or LINUX type operating system which employs the 
NFS protocol. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the teachings of Ali with the well known techniques of data 
transfer for the purpose of transferring data to a remote computer. 

41 . Regarding claim 16, the further limitation of claim 15, see column 3, lines 65-67. 
Ali teaches that their disclosed invention can be implemented as an answering device 
for use in telecommunications. Ali does not specifically teach that the memory is 
removable, however one skilled in the art at the time of the invention can appreciate that 
answering machines have traditionally used removable medium and the office takes 
Official Notice of such a feature. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
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the art to combine the teachings of Ali and a well known feature of prior art for the 
purpose of replacing worn out media (Col. 1, lines 59-62). 

42. Regarding claim 1 8, the further limitation of claim 1 7, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 1 0. It would have been obvious to transfer data in one 
of these manners for the same reasons as noted above in claim 16. 

43. Regarding claim 22, the further limitation of claim 20, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 3. The combination teaches these features. 

44. Regarding claim 29, the further limitation of claim 27, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 16. The combination teaches these features. 

45. Regarding claim 30, the further limitation of claim 27, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 27. Ali teaches the features of the parent claim, but 
does not teach the feature of sending the audio data to a remote device. Ali teaches a 
telephone interface and a system that is used as an answering machine. The office 
takes Official Notice that a telephone answering machine can be remotely contacted for 
the purpose of listening to recorded messages. It would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the teachings of Ali with 
the prior art for the purpose of listening to messages while away on vacation. 

46. Regarding claim 31 , the further limitation of claim 30, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 18. The combination teaches these features. 

47. Regarding claim 32, the further limitation of claim 30, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claim 19. Ali teaches this feature. 
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Conclusion 



48. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Hanscom et al., U.S. Pat. No. 4,596,901, discusses remote control functions of 
an answering machine. 

Mennemeier et al., U.S. Pat. No. 5,880,979, discusses feature vectors and 
pattern recognition of audio. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel R. Sellers whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7528. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday, 9am to 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vivian Chin can be reached on 571-272-7848. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). A ^7 * 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
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